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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 9-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claim 9, "each flow meter" (first occurrence, line 3 from last) lacks 
antecedent basis. (Please note that "flow meters" (line 2) does not provide antecedent 
basis, as the preamble is merely a statement of intended use, as highlighted by the fact 
that the two calibration carts of the preamble do not relate back to the " calibration carts " 
(line 2) of the preamble.) Also, it's noted that this claim is limited to include two flow 
meter calibration carts ("at least one flow meter calibration cart" (lines 4 and 5)), but the 
"at least one" (lines 4, 5) is troublesome as there are expressly two. Applicant should 
consider replacing "one" (line 5) with - a second --. Possibly, the claim is just repeating 
the same limitation, but this is not clear, as there is in fact support for multiple carts 7. 

As to claim 10, is the "a flow meter calibration cart" (line 4) intended to limit this 
rig to include three (3) carts? Presently, claim 9 includes two carts, and claim 10 adds a 
third (i.e. "a flow meter calibration cart"). This is especially evident as (1) claim 10 refers 
to "said flow meter" (italics added) which clearly relates back to the "flow meter" (of 
claim 9), and (2) claim 1 1 provides for "said flow meter calibration cart" (lines 3-4) 
indicative that there is a difference between the "a flow meter calibration cart" (of line 4, 
claim 10) and the quoted passage of claim 11. (In addition, the "a flow meter calibration 
cart"" may not be read as - one of said flow meter calibration carts--, as there is literal 
support for a third cart 7 in the Figure.) As there is support for three calibration carts, 
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Applicant may consider replacing "a flow" (last line) with - at least a third-. Also, please 
not that the "calibrated reference flow meter" (line 2) "in parallel to" (line 2) "a flow meter 
calibration cart" (last line) alternative is not connected to the apparatus of claim 9, and 
thus claim 10 is an aggregation of parts, and is not an apparatus. 

As to claim 12, does "a flow meter" (line 3) refer back to "flow meter" (line 3 from 
last of claim 9), or is there a plurality of flow meters? 

As to claim 14, should "or the flow meter calibration cart" (last line) read - or one 
of the flow meter calibration carts --? After all, base claim 9 expressly calls for two 
carts. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Adney et al. 

As to claim 15, Adney et al teach a method to calculate a correction factor for a 
flowmeter Fl (col. 11, lines 50-55; col. 12, lines 60-65) including; mounting the meter Fl 
to a fluid system; sending "distilled water" (col. 11, line 36) (from either tank 1 or the 
"REFERENCE CONTAINER" (Figure 1)) through the meter; and directing the water 
from the meter to a drain (either container 2 or DRAIN" (Figure 1)). 

As to Applicant's REMARKS, consider the following: 

. As p. 6, 2 nd full paragraph; Claim 15 is much, much broader than claim 9. 
Claim 9 includes at least two carts. The Adney reference clearly illustrates all of steps 
of the method of calibration of a flow meter. 
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Claims 9,11,12,14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Adneyetal. 

As to claims 9,11,12,13, Adney et al teach a source (either tank 1 or 
"REFERENCE CONTAINER" (Figure 1) of distilled water; flow meter Fl and second 
meter 19/2 (weigh scale that measures flow) (col. 15, lines 55-65); and drain pipe (see 
'DRAIN" in Figure 1) that is operatively connected to the meters to guide liquid from the 
flow meter Fl to drain. As the elements 2/19 are a 2-liter flask (col. 13, lines 12-13) and 
scale, those two elements appear to be mobile, and thus may be deemed to be as 
much a cart as that claimed. ("Flow meter calibration carts are mobile units", as per p. 
2, lines 16-19, of Applicant's specification, and thus support for anything that is mobile.) 

As to claim 9, possibly the Applicant has mistakenly duplicated the claim 
limitation "cart". In that event, elements 2/19 provide for a cart, and the source and 
drain are operative connected to a flow meter F1, suggestive that this reference 
includes all limitations of the claim 9. In the alternative, as element 3 is a 5 gallon 
bucket (col. 13, line 14), that is suggestive that another item that is movable, and thus 
portable. 

As to claim 11, scales 19 are calibrated for accuracy. Thus, elements 2/19 
provides for a calibrated reference flow meter that is in series with a flow meter F1 
under test, and the 5-gallon bucket provides for a movable, and thus mobile cart. 

As to claim 12, note the meter F1 between element 2/19 (i.e. a flow meter, or 
even cart) and the DRAIN. 
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As to claim 14, note that the REFERENCE CONTAINER is between the tank 1 
and the meter Fl. 

As to Applicant's REMARKS, consider the following: 

As p. 6, 2 nd full paragraph; after the 1 12(2) issues are addressed, 
Applicant is encouraged to point out what substantive limitation in the claim is not taught 
in Adney. Please to not refer to drawing which both not claimed, and are much 
narrower than the claim subject matter. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert R. Raevis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
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2204. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 5:30am to 
3pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hezron Williams, can be reached on 571-272-2208. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




